am, 7/23/96 

•i'ho 1'ollowalil;' interview of Reclames wiwaon Uiarch/Aprll 1^96 issue) is had- 
vir unl "tCo Truth Behind the ilurder of “artin Luther King, Hr.," and i; iXL- 
not that. I do not questi n Lawson's sincerity but 1 do note that hiss record and 
tliat of other blacks io not consistent witj^ the tlirust of this interview. 

I know no tiling of the security team of eight black memphis detectives of 
whom Lawson speaks but I do know there is no feforence to them in all the i'dl’s r» 
records and 1 do know that a different security team, one I'd not have chosefa of 
preferred, mot th plane, went with/fing to the motal, hung around it all f£, and 
finally lef:. at the demand of the /ting party, “emphis part. j 

The " surveillance teams deployed" at the firehouse did not exist an they were 
not "pulled out." They were their not to p otect thean, t/pae teo black detoctivos, 
they were to spy on him and who went to sou him. me only was removed and that was 
because of a tliroat against him. 

Lawson says he c.M.Ld kick himself for not going to court on how Hoy, according 
to his lawyers, was treated, he might better have said he could kick himself for, 
and t'nis in the truth, remaining removed from the entire case until when it was 
too late and not helpful Mark tune got him, Ualg»h Abernathy and ofhers involverd 

in it. 

1 was writing t^book on the case. I did not write Lawson but I wrote the Uev. 
Sam t 'yh £ three times, without response. .1 went thdre as Kay's in’^sfigator and 
got no help from a single black. Uven when i appeared on black radio and lot it 

boknow what I was in Iloinpliis f or* 

1 Hot only Memphis- blacks in gonral and tlie King, (family and i fiends in parti- 
vular. At least one person left SOIL over its refusal to tpt interested. Several 
got copieaof Frame-Up ft nu wore silent, did and said nothing. The ^ black caucus 

leader in the Congress would not even sponk to me nho ut it. x gave copies oi 
the bool: to each member of the black caucus. The King family lawyer would not 
ta^i: to me although someone in his office did# speak t«/» in the reception area. 

I have read Bill Pepper's book. It took the wrong approach if intended to 
g/?t the case in court and it ignored entirely then existing official evidence. 

Much of what is in in had no credibility and it certain to kick back if ever used 
in court. Lawson is not correct on W> "epper got into this case or why although 
like Vane he was involved with o J her wbiteejin tlie south in the early sixties. 

Pepper, who forgot it^va in tough with mo about a book he wanted to do 
in the earl* 70s. That qas long before he was Kay's lawyer. /fe is lianjding the case 
as ^c'd do a *book or a movie, noJj;<7 get a trial or win a case. ^es, J esse7acksn 
would not talk to mo or to a bl£k friend who phoned him for me. x t la'fes black 
attitude that turned me off the case so I f d not waute my tiuo. liJ-P | 


